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STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
 
Nature of the Case 
 
 Chancellor Scott Baker appeals from the denial of his motion for credit for 
time served. 
 
Statement of the Facts and Course of the Proceedings 
 
 The state charged Baker with kidnapping and aggravated battery.  (R., pp. 
33-34.)  In exchange for dismissal of the kidnapping count, Baker pled guilty to 
aggravated battery in this case and to another charge of aggravated assault in a 
different case.  (R., pp. 86-93.)  The district court imposed a sentence of 15 years 
with eight years determinate.  (R., pp. 300, 315-16.)  In the judgment the district 
court ordered credit for 201 days pre-judgment incarceration.  (R., p. 316.) 
 More than three years after entry of judgment Baker filed a pro se motion 
for credit for time served.  (R., pp. 411-12.)  He asserted that he was entitled to 
credit for time served in Canada on Canadian charges and a Canadian 
conviction because he was “denied bail for the sole reason I had outstanding 
charges in Idaho” and that his “sentence” in the Canadian case was “enhanced 
due to the pening [sic] charges in Idaho.”  (Id.)  The district court denied the 
motion.  (R., pp. 496-506.)  Baker filed a notice of appeal timely from the denial 







 Baker states the issue on appeal as: 
Did the district court err when it denied Mr. Baker’s motion for credit 
for time served? 
 
(Appellant’s brief, p. 9.) 
 
 The state rephrases the issue as: 
 












 Baker moved for credit for time served on Canadian charges and a 
Canadian conviction because he was “denied bail for the sole reason I had 
outstanding charges in Idaho” and because his “sentence” in the other case was 
“enhanced due to the pening [sic] charges in Idaho.”  (R., pp. 411-12; 498-99.)  
Relevant to Baker’s motion, the district court found that Baker failed to appear for 
a “scheduled status conference” on August 4, 2008, and the then-presiding judge 
issued a bench warrant for Baker’s arrest.  (R., p. 497.)  The bench warrant “was 
served on June 3, 2011, in Washington County, Maine.”  (R., p. 497.)  The district 
court concluded that time Baker spent incarcerated in Canada on Canadian 
charges and a Canadian conviction was not attributable to the aggravated 
assault charge or conviction in the instant case and therefore denied Baker’s 
motion for credit for time served.  (R., pp. 499-505.)  
 On appeal Baker is “[m]indful of the language” of I.C. § 18-309 and its 
interpretation in State v. Vasquez, 142 Idaho 67, 68, 122 P.3d 1167, 1168 (Ct. 
App. 2005), but requests this Court to reverse on the basis that he claimed a 
causal connection between his Canadian incarceration and this case.  
(Appellant’s brief, pp. 10-12.)  Baker’s argument fails because it is contrary to 






B. Standard Of Review 
 
 “The question of whether a sentencing court has properly awarded credit 
for time served to the facts of a particular case is a question of law, which is 
subject to free review by the appellate courts.”  State v. Vasquez, 142 Idaho 67, 
68, 122 P.3d 1167, 1168 (Ct. App. 2005) (citing State v. Hale, 116 Idaho 763, 
779 P.2d 438 (Ct. App. 1989)). 
 
C. Baker’s Canadian Incarceration Was Not For The Offense For Which 
Judgment Was Entered In This Case 
 
 A defendant is entitled to credit for pre-judgment incarceration “if such 
incarceration was for the offense or an included offense for which the judgment 
was entered.”  I.C. § 18-309.  This language “means that the right to credit is 
conferred only if the prejudgment incarceration is a consequence of or 
attributable to the charge or conduct for which the sentence is imposed.”  
Vasquez, 142 Idaho at 68, 122 P.3d at 1168 (emphasis original).  “Thus, there 
must be a causal effect between the offense and the incarceration in order for the 
incarceration to be ‘for’ the offense, as the term is used in I.C. § 18-309.”  Id.  A 
defendant incarcerated “for an unrelated charge” is not entitled to credit for time 
served.  Id.; see also State v. Horn, 124 Idaho 849, 850, 865 P.2d 176, 177 (Ct. 
App. 1994). 
 The district court found, and those findings are not challenged on appeal, 
that the approximately two years and 10 months Baker spent incarcerated in 
Canada were because of his arrest and conviction for an unrelated Canadian 




granted bond or would have gotten a lesser sentence on the Canadian charges 
and conviction does not make the incarceration “for the offense” in the judgment 
in this case.  The district court correctly determined that Baker was in custody in 
Canada on unrelated Canadian charges and a Canadian conviction, not for the 
Idaho aggravated assault in this case.  
CONCLUSION 
 The state respectfully requests this Court to affirm the order denying the 
motion for credit for time served. 
 DATED this 28th day of October, 2016. 
 
 
      _/s/ Kenneth K. Jorgensen_______ 
      KENNETH K. JORGENSEN 
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